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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is in response to applicant's communication filed on 6/30/2006. Claims 1- 
46 are pending. Claims 1-14, 23-46 are elected. Claims 15-22 are withdrawn from consideration. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 4-6, 23, 24, 26, 27, 31, 34, 35, 37, 38, 39, 43 and 46 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Brett et al (U.S. Patent No. 6023685) (Brett). 

Re claim 1, 6, 23, 27, 34, 38 and 39: Brett teaches a method of conducting a bidding 
session, comprising the steps of: establishing a communications channel between a bidding 
session server and a web browser residing on a remote terminal (Abstract); transmitting bidding 
session status information from said bidding session server to said web browser via said 
communications channel (col. 4, lines 53-56); receiving a bid from said web browser via said 
communications channel (col. 4, lines 61-62); and in response to receiving said bid, transmitting 
an update of said bidding session status information to at least one web browser residing on at 
least one remote terminal, wherein said update has not been requested by said at least one web 
browser (col. 4, lines 61-62; col. 10, lines 33-38). 
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Re claims 4, 24 and 35: Brett teaches the step wherein said bidding session status 
information comprises data representative of at least one of the following: a bidding session 
sponsor, a bidding session objective, a bidding session format, a bidding session date, a bidding 
session timer, a product being put to bid, a product specification, a required quantity, a contract 
duration, a contract delivery requirement, a contract performance penalty, a starting bid, a last 
bid, a bidding rank, a bidding unit, a minimum bid increment, a start time for bidding, an end 
time for bidding, a new bid time extension value, whether bid values are hidden, a current 
bidding round number, a number of total bidding rounds, a number of bidders, a bidder 
identification, and a bidding history (Col. 4, lines 22-28). 

Re claim 5, 26 and 37: Brett teaches the step wherein said step of transmitting an update 
occurs in real time relative to said step of receiving a bid (Col. 4, lines 43-46). 

Re claim 31, 43 and 46: Brett teaches a bidding engine; means for monitoring said 
bidding session (col. 6, lines 29-32); and means for transmitting messages between said bidding 
session supervisor component and at least one web browser residing on at least one remote 
terminal (Abstract). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brett as applied 

above. 

Re claim 1 1 : Brett further teaches data representative of: an identity of a bidder; the value 
of said bid (Abstract); a ranking of all bids received by said bidding session server (col. 4, lines 
22-29). Brett does not explicitly teach a time bid was received by said bidding session server; 
and a time remaining in said bidding session. Official Notice is hereby taken that it is old and 
well known in the art to perform these steps in a bidding session. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Brett to include these steps. 
One would have been motivated to do these so that the bidder can view the time his bid was 
accepted and to know the remaining time left in the bidding session for tracking purposes. 

Re claim 12, 32 and 44: Brett does not explicitly teach that session server and remote 
terminal are located on opposite side of a firewall. Official Notice is hereby taken that it is old 
and well known in the art to have firewall between a server and a remote terminal. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Brett to 
have a firewall between server and the remote terminal. One would have been motivated to do 
this in order to enforce network security policies. 
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Claims 2, 3, 25 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brett as applied above, in view of Alaia et al (U.S. Patent No. 62161 14) (Alaia). 

Re claims 2, 3, 25 and 36: Brett does not explicitly teach the step wherein the duration of 
said bidding session is automatically extended a predetermined period of time in response to the 
receipt of said bid by said bidding session server. Alaia teaches the step wherein the duration of 
said bidding session is automatically extended a predetermined period of time in response to the 
receipt of said bid by said bidding session server (col. 6, line 64-col. 7, line 5). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Brett to 
this step as taught by Alaia. One would have been motivated to do this in order to prevent 
bidders from hanging back and submitting last minute bids in an attempt to prevent competitive 
reaction. 

Claims 7-10, 28-30, 40-42are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brett as applied above, in view of Singh (U.S. Patent Application No. 2001004731 1) (Singh). 

Re Claims 7-10, 28-30, 40-42: Brett does not explicitly teach the step wherein said 
update does not include the value of said bid; qualifying bidders to participate in said bidding 
session; qualifying a subset of bidders to participate in at least one additional round of bidding; 
inviting bidders to participate in said bidding session. Singh teaches the step wherein said 
update does not include the value of said bid (section [0036]); qualifying bidders to participate 
in said bidding session; qualifying a subset of bidders to participate in at least one additional 
round of bidding; inviting bidders to participate in said bidding session (section [0036] and 
[0051]). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
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invention to modify Brett to include these steps as taught by Singh. One would have been 
motivated to do these in order to allow flexibility for blind and/or static bids and also to ensure 
that only qualified bidder can participate in the bidding session, thereby enhancing the system. 

Claim 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brett as applied 
above, in view of Jade et al (U.S. Patent No. 6061797) (Jade). 

Re claim 13: Brett does not explicitly teach the step wherein said connection establishing 
step comprises: transmitting a connection builder from said bidding session server to a random 
access memory in said remote terminal; sending a request to said connection builder to identify 
an external communications channel for said remote terminal; and opening said external 
communications channel. Jade teaches the step wherein said connection establishing step 
comprises: transmitting a connection builder from said bidding session server to a random 
access memory in said remote terminal; sending a request to said connection builder to identify 
an external communications channel for said remote terminal; and opening said external 
communications channel (Abstract, col. 6, lines 10-35). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Brett to include these steps as 
taught by Jade. One would have been motivated to do this in order to provide a tunnel for 
establishing such "outside in" connections when they are requested. 

Claims 14, 33 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brett in view of Alaia, in view of Singh as applied above and further in view of MacAfee et al 
(U.S. Patent No. 6718312) (MacAfee). 
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Re Claims 14, 33 and 45: See claims 2, 7 and 12 analyses, supra. Brett does not explicitly 
teach the step wherein the status information comprises at least two kinds of products to be put to 
bid simultaneously. MacAfee teaches the step wherein the status information comprises at least 
two kinds of products to be put to bid simultaneously (col. 1, lines 7-10). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Brett to include 
this step as taught by MacAfee. One would have been motivated to do this in order to provide 
save time by allowing multiple products to put to bid simultaneously. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

i) Holden et al (U.S. Patent Application No. 20010032175) teaches a system for an online 
industrial auction site (section [0051]). 

ii) Mossberg (U.S. Patent No. 5803500) teaches a method for conducting an auction 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Olabode Akintola whose telephone number is 571-272-3629. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30AM -5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on 571-272-6747. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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